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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of

the article. 2




I would suggest modification of the title especially in the second part in order to be
clearer.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and
results.

Overall very solid academic abstract.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.

No grammatical and spelling mistakes however there are some parts that can
benefit from proofreading. Ex. On page 12:

“(Civil Society Situation Room, 2019). . It is, however, “ there are two commas.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

Yes there are in a special section.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 3

(Please insert your comments)

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 3

The conclusion could be longer. Additionally, the conclusion speaks about ““ the
post-colonial theory” — However, this theory has not been explained or mentioned
before in the text.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate.

The references are appropriate. However, the article can benefit from more
references from independent international observer organizations.
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Accepted, minor revision needed X

Return for major revision and resubmission
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):



Very interesting article. Having on mind the sensitivity of the
topic | suggest adding more references from independent
international observer organizations in order to support your
claims.

Any claims should be supported by literature or relevant reports.

For ex. On page. 4, the authors simply claims: More often than, electoral
violence are not spontaneous acts of violence, they are premeditated acts of violence
deployed by political parties (incumbent and opposition) if it increases their chances at
the polls.
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